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Attached to y §§§&3{¥gferenced memorandum were minutes of our
discussion Ju concerning dioxin monitoring and analytical
capabilitlies. You asked for comments on these minutes, As
mentioned at the meeting, I am concerned that Monsanto not over~
react as a result of the news medla infatuation with dioxin.
It is a contaminant 1in some products, and, in some instances,
is highly toxic, but this does not mean that an all-out effort
should be made to detect extremely low levels of dioxin in a
product after it has been determined that any dioxin present
1s less than the highest nonhazardous level. Developing unnecessary
but inflammatory information might be contrary to the best interests
of Monsanto and the public. 1In any event, my comments are set out
below.

l. The last sentence of the paragraph titled "Analytical
Position™ states that "All present agreed that it was
sound policy that Monsanto should be eguipped with this
level of skill . . .," referring to proposals that would
take Monsanto "into the forefront of the field" with
respect to determlning low tetrachloro dibenzo dioxin
isomers levels. I d1d not agree that this was sound
policy, but have reservations as to both the need for
maintalining leadership 1n the field of detecting dioxin
at ever-decreasing levels, and the desirabllity of expend-
ing significant resources in such an effort.

I do feel 1t 1s 1mportant that Monsanto be capable of
monltoring products and workplaces for dioxin and any

other substance which might be considered hazardous,

down to levels at which 1t is felt no-hazard exlsts. .

{(With respect to products, it is recognized that this
determination may vary with use.) I do not feel it 1is
necessary to develop monitoring and analytilecal capabilitles
to detect the presence of contaminants at levels below

the highest nonhazardous level. I am afraid that dis-
closure to governmental agenclies or the public that a
contaminant has been detected in a product at parts per
trillion or parts per quadrillion levels (far below the
nonhazardous level) will merely add fuel to the media fires,
which already burn- furiously.
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2. I disagree wilth the statement that on occasion it will
be appropriate to set an upper 1limit to total dioxin
content in effluents and wastes, in the paragraph titled
"Effluents and Wastes." Waste products are just that--
waste--and must be disposed of, regardless of the dioxin
eontent. Obviously, the presence of more toxic contami-
nants in waste materials wlll be a factor in determining
the most appropriate method of dilsposal. However, in my
cpinion, it would be inappropriate to set a broad upper

1imit to total dioxin content 1n waste materlals,
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I will be glad to discuss theseiﬁoints with yoﬁ in greater detail’

at your convenience.
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